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REMARKS 

Claims 1-53 will be pending upon entry of the present amendment. Claims 3, 5-7, 
13, and 17 are amended, and claims 37-53 are newly submitted herewith. 

The amendments to claims 3, 6, 7, 13, and 17 are made to correct minor 
typographical errors and informalities, and are not made to overcome prior art or for other 
reasons related to patentability of the claims. Accordingly, applicants do not disclaim any scope, 
either literal or with respect to the doctrine of equivalents, related to the amendment of these 
claims. The amendment to claim 5 is a voluntary amendment made to more clearly define the 
scope of the claim and is considered by the applicants to broaden the claim. 

Amendments to the specification are made to correct a number of minor 
informalifies. No new matter has been added with these amendments. 

Claims 1-5, 9, 11-14, 16-20, 23-27, 30, 31, 33, 34, and 36 have been rejected 
under 35 U.S.C, § 102(e) as being anficipated by Huang, U.S. 2004/0066371; claims 6, 7, and 35 
have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huang in view of 
Davison, U.S. 4,682,159; claim 8 has been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Huang in view of Glynm, U.S. 5,181,181; and claims 10, 15, 21, 22, 28, 29, 
and 32 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Huang. 

Attached herewith is a Declaration by Fabio Pasolini and Paolo Bendiscioli, two 
of the named inventors of the present invention, submitted under 37 C.F.R. 1.131, with Exhibit A 
as described in the Declaration. Also attached is Exhibit B, which is an English transladon of 
two pages of Exhibit A that are written in Italian in the original. 

The Declaration makes clear, together with the attached two exhibits, that the 
invention was completed by an actual reduction to practice prior to the October 2, 2002, filing 
date of Huang. Each rejection by the Examiner includes the Huang reference as relied upon in 
making the rejection, and, with the exception of claims 6-8, all the rejections rely solely on the 
Huang reference. Regarding the rejections of claims 6-8, the Examiner has made no argument 
that either the Davison reference, in the case of claims 6 and 7, or the Glyrmi reference, in the 
case of claim 8, by themselves, teach or suggest all the limitations of the claims, but are relied 
upon only in combination with Huang, the primary reference. Since the present invention was 
made prior to the effective date of Huang, the reference is removed as prior art. Further 
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discussion of any of the rejections that rely in part on in whole upon Huang is moot, and so will 
not be presented. 



Applicants are of the view that the claims are also patentably distinct over Huang, 



even if it had not been removed. Accordingly, applicants reserve the right to distinguish the 
claims as appropriate in the future. 



The new claims 37-53 more particularly point out and distinctly claim the 



invention. For example, new claim 42 recites a circuit configured to produce a first function 
command when a signal indicates rotation of a body exceeding a threshold, and claim 43 recites 
that the first function is a mouse click command. This concept of producing function commands, 
such as mouse clicks, based rotation of a body, is not suggested in the prior art. The remaining 
claims further limit and more particularly claim specific aspects of the invention. 

The new claims are fiilly supported by the specification. For example, support 
may be found in the specification beginning at page 8, line 6. 

All of the claims in the application are now clearly allowable. Favorable 
consideration and a Notice of Allowance are earnestly solicited. In the event the Examiner finds 
minor informalities that can be resolved by telephone conference, the Examiner is urged to 
contact applicants' undersigned representative at (206) 694-4848 in order to expeditiously 
resolve prosecution of this application. 

The Director is authorized to charge any additional fees due by way of this 
Amendment, or credit any overpayment, to our Deposit Account No. 19-1090. 

Respectfully submitted, 

SEED Intellectual Property Law Group pllc 
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Seattle, Washington 98104-7092 
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